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Inyo-Mono Ag Com-R1: Potential bacteria sources from upstream wildlife, 
recreational uses, USFS grazing allotments and private allotments will be 
assessed separate from lands covered under the grazing waiver.  Order 5.a.iii 
of the proposed grazing waiver states that the quality of impaired water 
upstream shall not be further degraded by activities of the Discharger. 

Inyo-Mono Ag Com-R2: The Water Board does not have authority to 
regulate land use and has no intention of putting ranchers out of business. 
The California Nonpoint Source Implementation and Enforcement Policy (see 
Finding 4 of the proposed waiver) requires that all sources of nonpoint source 
pollution be regulated through either Waste Discharge Requirements 
(WDRs), or waivers of WDRs, or prohibitions.  Waivers are the “softest” 
regulatory approach available to the Water Board and require collaboration 
with the prospective enrollees. Water Board staff have been collaborating 
with BRO since 2006 to develop a waiver that is achievable for ranchers, and 
the timeline provided for compliance with Basin Plan water quality objectives 
is long and is intended to provide ranchers adequate time to budget 
management practice implementation in a manner that is affordable. Water 
Board staff have received no quantitative information on costs of 
management practice implementation from BRO members or any other 
organization or individual to substantiate the claim that ranchers will go out of 
business as a result of reasonable management practice implementation 
spread out over 5 years.   

Inyo-Mono Ag Com-R4:  The 1975 Water Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan) 
for the North Lahontan Basin applied the 20 fecal coliform per 100 mL water 
quality objective to ten water bodies, including the East Walker River which is 
in the Bridgeport Valley.  The 20 fecal coliform per 100 mL water quality 
objective was extended to the rest of the Region in the 1995 Basin Plan 
update.   Based on concerns about the applicability of the 20 fecal coliform 
per 100 mL water quality objective for areas with historic agricultural 
beneficial uses, such as the Bridgeport Valley, Water Board staff began 
conducting studies on both fecal coliform and E. coli covering a wide range of 
land use types in the region, including agriculture, to develop scientifically 
defensible standards that address these concerns.  These efforts are given in 
more detail in Finding No. 5 of the proposed grazing waiver.   

Inyo-Mono Ag Com-R3: The waiver places no restrictions on any aspect of 
irrigation—amount, timing, etc.  However, irrigation management should be 
an important factor in development of Range Water Quality Management 
Plans. 
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Inyo-Mono Ag Com-R5:  Since it will take a substantial amount of time and 
effort to fully evaluate the beneficial effects of management practice 
implementation, the proposed grazing waiver contains a schedule for data 
collection, analysis, and evaluation. 


